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AHHOTa M

VccnenoBaHue TOCBSIILIEHO aKTyaJbHOMY aclekTy XUpPypruu paka skenyaka (PXK) — yiyulleHHio OT[asieHHbIX
(YHKLMOHANBHBIX pe3y/bTaToOB M KauecTBa peabWyMTalMM MaLeHTOB IOC/e orepanuy ractpakromud (I'3). Mertopuka
Double tract reconstruction (DTR), mo3Bossifomiasi BOCCTaHOBUTE [yO[ieHaTbHBIN MacCaXK, SIB/ISETCS TePCIIeKTUBHON B IJIaHe
yAyullleHus] (QYHKMOHA/MBHBIX pe3yibTaToB ['D, omiHuasch Oojee HU3KOM UaCTOTOW pPAasBUTHS JIeMITMHT-CHHPOMA,
MperMyIeCTBaMH B BOCCTaHOBeHUHM HyTpuTUBHOrO cTaryca (HC) u kauectsa »xu3Hu (KJK) B cpaBHeHnu metofioM Py, ofHako
CpaBHUTENIBHBIX MICCI/Ie/IOBaHUN aHTHPeUIIOKCHBIX CBOMCTB MeTO/la paHee He MPOBOAWIOCK. Llesib ncciieoBaHusl — MPOBECTH
CpaBHUTE/IbHYIO OL|eHKY 4YacTOThl M BbIP&KEHHOCTH IIIeJIOYHOrO 3HTepo330(dareanbHoro peduitokca (33P) mocne I'O mpu
BapuaHTax pekoHcTpyKiuu DTR u Py. O6cneoBanbl 55 nanyenTtos nocie I'D: 1 rpynma — I'D ¢ DTR (n=29); II rpynma — '
o Py (n=26) B cpoku 3, 6 1 12 mec. nocsie oreparuu. [IpoBoAUIM SHA0CKONMUECKYHO OLleHKY BbIpakeHHOCTH P3O mo Jloc-
AHmKenecckod  KnaccudpUKalldd, aHKeTHMpPOBaHHWE C UCIMo/b30BaHHeM orpocHukKa GerdQ. Yacrota u  cTerneHb
9H/IOCKOMUUECKUX MPU3HAKOB PO yepe3 3 Mec. moc/e omnepany He MOKas3aad MeXIPYMIIOBBIX pas/Muui, K CPOKy 6 Mec. B
rpynre DTR oTmeueHO CHIKeHHMe 4acTOTHI M BeIpa>KeHHOCTH PO 1o cpaBHeHuto ¢ rpymmoi Py (p=0,047), Ho B cpok 12 mec.
ME>KIPYTIIIOBBIe PAa3/IMUMs OKa3alvuCh CTAaTUCTHUeCKH He 3HaunMbl. CpejHue 3HaueHUs 1o mikase GerdQ B uenom u o 6moky C
B 00eux rpymnrax He UMeNd [JOCTOBEPHBIX Pa3/Muvii HU B OJUH U3 CPOKOB HabsofieHus. Yepe3 12 mec. [o/isi MAleHTOB C
cymMmoit 6anioB >8 B LiesioM Mo 1IKajge ¢ cymMMoi 6a/muioB >3 mo 6Goky C oka3anock JoCTOBepHO Hibke B rpyrme DTR.
3axmrouenue. I'D ¢ BOCCTaHOB/IeHKHeM Jlyo/leHaIbHOro rnaccaxa metogom DTR xapakrepusyercsl conocraBumbiMu € I'D o Py
aHTUpeIIOKCHBIMU CBOWMCTBaMM, a yepe3 12 MecsliieB 1oc/ie ornepany UMeeT IPeUMYIIecTBO 110 YacTOTe U BbIPaKeHHOCTH
CUMITTOMOB DOP.

KimroueBbie ciioBa: ractpakromusi, Double tract reconstruction, pekoHCTpyKLws 110 Py, sHTepo330dareanbHblil pedmokc,
pedmokc-330¢arnt.

A COMPARATIVE EVALUATION OF ENTEROESOPHAGEAL REFLUX AFTER GASTRECTOMY: DOUBLE
TRACT VERSUS ROUX RECONSTRUCTION

Research article

Derbenev S.N.!, Uvarov I.B.> *, Asipovich 0.%, Porkhanov V.*, Manuilov A.°
LORCID : 0000-0002-5403-4770;
20ORCID : 0000-0002-2725-3281;
3ORCID : 0000-0001-9278-6335;
4ORCID : 0000-0003-0572-1395;
>ORCID : 0000-0002-5928-6520;
123 Regional Oncological Center No. 1, Krasnodar, Russian Federation
12345 Kuban State Medical University, Krasnodar, Russian Federation

* Corresponding author (uvarovivan[at]yandex.ru)

Abstract

The study is dedicated to the topical aspect of gastric cancer (GC) surgery — improvement of long-term functional results
and quality of rehabilitation of patients after gastrectomy (GE). Double tract reconstruction (DTR) technique, which allows to
restore duodenal passage, is promising in terms of improving the functional results of GE, being characterized by lower
frequency of dumping syndrome development, advantages in restoration of nutritional status (NS) and quality of life (QL) in
comparison with the Roux method, but comparative studies of antireflux properties of the method have not been conducted
before. The aim of the research was to make a comparative evaluation of the frequency and severity of alkaline
enteroesophageal reflux (EER) after GE with DTR and Roux reconstruction variants. We examined 55 patients after GE: group
I — GE with DTR (n=29); group II — GE according to Roux (n=26) at 3, 6 and 12 months after the operation. Endoscopic
evaluation of RE severity according to the Los Angeles classification, questionnaire using GerdQ questionnaire were
performed. The frequency and degree of endoscopic signs of RE 3 months after surgery showed no intergroup differences, by 6
months the DTR group showed a decrease in the frequency and severity of RE compared to the Roux group (p=0,047), but at
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12 months the intergroup differences were not statistically significant. The mean GerdQ total and C block scores in both
groups were not significantly different at any time of follow-up. After 12 months, the proportion of patients with a total score
>8 on the scale overall with a total score >3 on block C was significantly lower in the DTR group. Conclusion. GE with
restoration of duodenal passage by DTR method is characterized by antireflux properties comparable to those of GE by Roux,
and 12 months after surgery it has an advantage in the frequency and severity of EER symptoms.

Keywords: gastrectomy, Double tract reconstruction, Roux reconstruction, enteroesophageal reflux, reflux oesophagitis.

BBeaeHue

PeKOHCTPYKTHBHBIM 3Tanm mocie ractpaktomuu (I'D) siBiseTcss Hanbojiee OTBETCTBEHHBIM TEXHUUECKHMM MOMEHTOM
orepariyu, OIpeesSIoMM KaK ee HeroCpe/ICTBEHHBIM MCXO/, TaK W OTAa/leHHble (DYyHKI[MOHAJbHbIE pe3y/bTaThl, KAUECTBO
JKU3HU M HYTPUTUBHBINM cTaTyc nauueHTa [1], [2]. «3070TbIM cTaHzapTOM» B HACTOsIIee BPeMsi SIBISIETCSI PEKOHCTPYKLIUS 110
Py, patomasi mpuemsieMble, TI0 CPABHEHUIO C TIET/IEBOM KOHCTPYKIMEH, QYHKIMOHAIbHBIE Pe3y/IbTaThl, TIPEXK/e BCEro B BUJE
MeHbILIel YacToThI 1ieiouHoro pedmokc-33odarura [3], [4], [5]. Metoauka Double tract reconstruction (DTR), no3Bossirorast
6e3 3HAUMTENBHOIO TEXHUUYECKOTO YCJOXKHEHUWs Orepariud BOCCTAHOBUTH [YOA€HA/bHBIM Macca), HECOMHEHHO, SIBISIeTCS
TIEePCIIeKTUBHON B TUlaHe YIydlleHus (QyHKIMOHAIBHBIX pe3y/bTaTOB W KauecTBO >ku3HuM mocie 'S [6], [7], [8]. B
¢yHkimonansHoM riaHe DTR xapakTepusyeTcst 60o/iee HM3KOW U4acTOTON Pa3BUTHS JEMITMHI-CUHZPOMA, MPEUMYIIeCTBAMU B
BOCCTAHOB/IEHWH HYTPUTUBHOTO CTaTyca M KauecTBa >KW3HM B cCpaBHeHun ¢ ['D mo Py, ofHako HCC/e0BaHUiA
aHTHPEeQJTFOKCHBIX CBOWCTB [JAHHOW KOHCTPYKLMM B JIATEpaType Mbl He oOHapyxwmd. Lleab WccieqoBaHHsi — TPOBECTH
CPaBHUTEJIBHYHO OLIEHKY LLeJIOYHOTO 3HTepo330dareanbHoro pedutokca rnocse I'D nipu BapyanTtax pekoHcTpykuyu DTR u Py.

MeTto/bl U IPUHIUIIBI HCC/TeJ0BAaHUS

O6cnemoBanbl 55 marmentoB nociae I'D: I rpymma — I'D ¢ DTR (n=29); II rpymma — I'D nmo Py (n=26). Cpoku
obcnenoBannst — 3, 6 U 12 Mec. mocie omnepaimu. [TpoOBOAWIM 3HIOCKOMUYECKYIO OLIEHKY BbIpakeHHocTu PO mo Jloc-
Anmxenecckoit knaccupukanun [9], a TakKe aHKeTHPOBaHHWe C KCIIO/B30BaHWEM MeXK/YHAapOAHOrO CTaHAapTH3MPOBAaHHOTO
orpocHuka GerdQ (GastroEsophageal Reflux Disease Questionnaire, ormpocHUK TIpu ractpo’3odareasbHON peduiroKCHON
6ose3nn) [10]. OuarHo3 suTepos3odareasbHoi pedyirokcHou 6ose3nu (3DPB) ycraHasnvBanu rpy obieii cymme 6aios >8,
OTJEeNbHO OLleHWBad CyMMy 0a/ioB Mo Tpymme BormpocoB 0Omoka C (paccTpoiicTBa CHa M HeobOXOAWMOCTL TIpHeMa
JIOTIOJTHUTE/IbHBIX MeJJUKaMEeHTOB B CBSI3U C cumnToMamu I'OPB): nmpu cymme 6GannoB MeHee 3 JMarHOCTUPOBAId yMepeHHast
J3PB, npu cymme Gosiee 3 6amioB — BbIpakeHHYH0 crerieHb DOPB. CraTMCTHUeCKWH aHaau3 TPOBeJeH C MpUMeHeHWeM
nporpammHoro nakera IBM® SPSS Statistics 23.0 asist Windows.

OcHoBHBIe pe3y/bTaThl

PacnpesienieHye marjieHTOB 0 YaCTOTe W CTelleHH SHZOCKONMYeCKHUX MPpU3HakoB PO depe3 3 Mmec. mocje onepaunyu He
VIMeJIO I0CTOBEPHBIX MEXKIPYNIIOBBIX pa3munii. K cpoky 6 mec. B I rpymme yactora PO cHusmnace: A — ¢ 31,0% g0 16,7%; B
— ¢ 13,8% 10 4,2%, C u D He Habmopamchk. B rpymme I ymeHbliieHds: yacToThl PO He mpowusoriio: PO A Habmogancs y
40,9% 60sbHBIX, B - 18,2%, mo 1 maruenty (4,6%) umenu P3 C u D, pasmuuus MeX/y TrpyIaMid CTaTUCTUUECKU 3HAUUMbI
(p=0,047). Yepe3 12 mec. TeHZEHIUs K YMEHbBILIEHUIO YacCTOThI U TSDKECTU PO oTMeueHa B 00eux rpymmax, Mpd 3TOM
MEe>XTPYIIOBbIe Pa3/IMuMsl OKa3aauch CTaTUCTUUECKU He 3HAYKMB.

Y 7 (24,1%) nauwventoB [ rpymmel uepe3 3 MecC. MPHU 3HJOCKOIAYECKOM HCCAeJOBaHHUM 3apervCTPUPOBAHO HaMure
JKEJTYHOTO COZIEP’KUMOTO B IPOCBeTe THILEBO/A, B TO BpeMst Kak Bo 11 rpymrie — tonbko y 1 (3,8%), pa3nuune CTaTUCTUUECKU
3naunmo (p=0,033). SIBjieHMiI CTEHO3WpPOBaHMs aHACTOMO3a HE BBISBIEHO HM Y OJIHOTO W3 MAalMeHTOB B 00eux rpymmax.
CocTosiHMe CIMU3UCTOM B 00/7aCTH aHACTOMO3a XapaKTepH30BajoCh [IOBOJBHO 3HAUMTETbHOM UYacTOTOW KaTapalbHbIX HU
JPO3MBHBIX M3MEHEeHWII B 00emx TpyInax, YTO CBS3aHO C TMPOZOJDKAIOLIeHCs pereHepalyieldd aHAacTOMO3a, MpPOLIeCCAMHU
OTTOp’KEHUsI CKPeroK MexaHuueckoro 1Ba. ¥ 27 u3 29 (93,1%) nauueHToB | rpymmbl yaanock MPOBeCTH SHAOCKON uepe3
JyOZleHO-3HTePOaHaCTOMO3, pe3y/IbTaT YUMTHIBAJICS KaK IOMOXKWTENbHbIA IpU BU3yaau3aldd O0JbLIOrO Ayo[eHabHOTO
cocoyka. Y 2 TMaiueHTOB yCTbe aHACTOMO3a BH3yalM3UpOBAaHO, HO TeXHWYeCKU MPOBECTH ammapar [0 HUCXOAsIlel 4acTu
[BeHaJLIaTUIIePCTHON KHUILIKKU He yzanoch. Yepe3 6 mec. B I rpymre, B CpaBHEHHH C IpeJbIAYLIMM CPOKOM 00C/Ie/[0BaHHS,
3HAUUTE/ILHO YMEHBIIU/IACh YacToTa 00HAPY>KeHHs1 )KeTur B TIPOCBETe MUILeBo/a — BbisiB/ieHO ¥ 1 marueHTa (4,2%). B obenx
rpymmax copMHpOBaIKCh 10 1 cydaro cTeHo30B DJA, pa3/inuue YacTOThl 0Ka3aa0Ch CTAaTUCTHUeCKH He 3HaunMo. Criefyer
OTMETHUTb, YTO B 000ux ciydasx DDA QopMupoBaics LUPKY/ISpHbIM armapatoM guamerpoM 21 mm. O6a marnueHTa
MOABEPIVINCh KypcaM Oy>KUPOBaHWsI aHACTOMO3a C TOJIOKUTEIBbHBIM KJIMHUUECKAM W 3HIOCKOMMUYECKUM 3(deKTom.
IToka3aTenb 4aCTOTHI TIPOXOXK/IEHHUS B [IYOA€eHYM He M3MeHU/ICsA. B cpok 12 mec. mocie orepariuu 3abpoc >Keuu B ITPOCBET
MUILeBoJja NPU 3HJOCKOMMUYECKOM HCC/Ie[JOBaHUM OTMeueH TolbKo y 1 manueHTa I rpynmbl. CTeHOTHUeCKOe CyKeHue
aHacToMo3a coxpaHuaoch y 1 nanuenTa I rpynmel, 1y 1 — Bo II rpymnme, HOBBIX C/ly4daeB CTeHO3a He 3aperucTpUpoBaHo. 1o
CTereHU BhIDAKEHHOCTH U3MEHEHUH CJTM3KCTON 000/10uKky B 0bactu A, Tak e Kak U npu obciefoBaHuu B 6osiee paHHuUe
CPOKH, IOCTOBEPHOW pa3sHULIbI MEXKIY IPyMIiaMu He monyueHo. Bo3MoxkHOCTh 3H[0cKonryeckoro gocrymna B ATTK nmenacs y
18 u3 20 obcnepoBannbix nanyeHToB (90,0%), y [BOMX MPOCBET [yO/€HO-3HTEPOaHaCTOMO3a BH3ya/M3UPOBaH, HO MPOMTH
SH/IOCKOTIOM B TPOCBET AyOJeHyM M BH3yalru3upoBaTh ()aTepoB COCOK Yy 3THX MAL[eHTOB He y/ajoCh, BEPOSITHO 3a CUeT
aHaTOMHYeCKOTO PaCIIo/IOKeHHsI YCThsl aHAaCTOMO3a U CllaeyHoH JlecopMariyu.

Cpennue 3HaueHus 6annos mo ikane GerdQ B jesiom u 1o 670Ky C uepe3 3 Mecsiiia mocje orepanyy B 06enx rpyrmax He
VIMeJH JOCTOBEPHBIX pa3inuuii (Tabm. 1).
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Tabsmia 1 - OLeHKa HalMMUMs 1 BEIPa’KEHHOCTH HTepo330¢areaabHoro pedimokca rnocste I'S no onpocHuky GerdQ B
JVHaMUKe B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT METOZja PeKOHCTPYKLIMU

DOI: https://doi.org/10.60797/IRJ.2024.148.87.1

['pymirisr Ilokaszarenu
[TpouenTnnu
Cpennee CcoO MuH Makc 50-1 P
25-9 (Meguan 75-s1
a)
CymmMa 6asio (o61ast) o ornpocHuky GerdQ yepes 3 mee.
I (n=29) 4,03 2,82 0,00 10,00 2,00 3,00 6,00 0.913
II (n=26) 3,84 3,66 0,00 11,00 0,76 3,00 6,00
bann no rpynre Bonpocos C yepes 3 mec
I (n=29) 0,68 1,22 0,00 4,00 0,00 0,00 2,00 0.897
IT (n=26) 1,00 1,38 0,00 4,00 0,00 0,00 2,00
CymmMa 6atoB (ob1mjast) mo onpocHuKy GerdQ uepes 6 mee.
I (n=24) 3,62 2,48 0,00 8,00 2,00 3,00 6,00 0.966
II (n=22) 4,08 3,74 0,00 11,00 1,00 3,00 6,00
bann no rpynne Bonpocos C uepe3 6 mec
I (n=24) 0,62 1,08 0,00 4,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 0.171
II (n=22) 1,04 1,42 0,00 4,00 0,00 0,00 2,00
Cymma 6ansnoB (o61ast) o onpocHuky GerdQ uepe3 12 mee.
I (n=20) 3,20 2,38 0,00 8,00 1,26 3,00 6,60 0.809
II (n=18) 3,77 3,37 0,00 10,00 0,76 3,00 7,00 ’
Bann no rpynmne Bonpocos C uepe3 12 mec
I (n=20) 0,60 1,10 0,00 4,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 0216
II (n=18) 1,00 1,46 0,00 4,00 0,00 0,00 2,00 ’

Honst maijeHToB ¢ cymmoi 6a/utos >8 (kputepuii PB) mo mikane GerdQ u >3 610Ky C (KpuTepuit Tspkesioi creriend DOP)
Tak)Ke He UMeJIM CTaTUCTHUUeCKOW 3HauMMoCTH. B cpoku 6 Mec. Takke He TOy4YeHO CTaTUCTUUECKH 3HAUMMOM pasHULIbI 110
cpenHeMy banny no GerdQ u 610Ky C, pa3nuuusi B o/sIX MAlMEHTOB C CyMMOM 6ayuioB >8 o GerdQ B 1jesioM 1 >3 110 610Ky
C Tak e He AOCTUIJIM TIOpOra CTaTUCTUUeCKOW 3HauMMocTu. Uepe3 12 mec., aHa/IOTUUHO 00OC/Ie[0BaHUAM B TIPEALIAYIIVE
CPOKH, He OTMEUEHO CTaTUCTUYEeCKUA 3HAUMMbIX Pa3/IMuUMii TIPU CPABHEHWH TPyIN 1o cpeaHemy 6amnny GerdQ B 1jesioM U 1O
6moky C, OHAaKO KOJIMUEeCTBO MaLMeHTOB C CyMMoi 6ayioB >8 coctaeusio 1 (6,0%) B I rpymme u 4 (22,2%) B rpymme 11 (p=
0,017), a monist MaLMeHTOB C cymmoit 6a/ioB >3 no 6ioky C cocraBusio B I rpymme 1 (6,0%), Bo II rpymme — 3 (p=16,6%)
(p=0,048), T.e. MeXXTpyIiroBasi pa3HULIA TI0 3TUM T0Ka3aTessiM JOCTUIJIa CTaTUCTUUeCKOM 3HaUMMOCTH (puc. 1).
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NnauneHToB B rpynnax c Haan4ymem rnpusHaka

3 mec 6 mec 12 mec 3 mec 6 mec 12 mec
£ 1(Pam) 175 8,7 5 6,9 43 5
Il (Py) 15,4 17,4 22,2 15,4 17,4 16,6
Bonee 8 no Bcew Wwkane GERDQ Bonee 3 no 650Ky C wkansl GERDQ
H | (POT) mIl(Py)

PucyHok 1 - [luHamMKa rokasaresieit UacTOThbI M BBIDaKEHHOCTU cuMITToMoB DOP y maijueHToB rocsie I'D B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT
THIa PeKOHCTPYKLIUU
DOI: https://doi.org/10.60797/IRJ.2024.148.87.2
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O0cyxpaeHue

PekoHcTpykuusa no Py mocie I'D ocTaeTcsi 3TajJOHHOM B OTHOIIEHWH MPEBEHLIMHU 111eJIOUHOTO SHTEepOo-330(areajbHOro
pedutrokca [3], [4], [5]. B To ke BpeMsi BapWaHThI OIepalid C BOCCTAaHOBJIEHHEM [AYOAeHa/JbHOrO Iacca)ka MeTOAOM
VHTEpIO3UL[MM TOHKOM KUIIKA WM co3faHueM fBoiHoro tpakTta (DTR), uMeroT oripefesieHHble TpeUMYyIlecTBa B IIaHe
(YHKLMOHABHBIX pe3y/bTaToOB, HYTPUTHMBHOTO CTaTyca W KadectBa >kusHu [6], [7], [8]. Hacrosimee wuccienoBanve
TIPeJTNPUHITO HaMH B CBSI3W C BO3HWKIIKMM BOIIPOCOM, He TIPUBOJUT JI (POPMHDOBaHUE MAOTOJHUTE/LHOTO [IyO/eHO-
JHTEpoaHacTomo3a Tipu Metofe DTR K yBesMueHWIO LIEJIOUHOTO M JKemyHoro peduokca B mnumeBon? [TomyueHHble
pe3y/bTaThl MoKa3aau, uto Metog DTR xapakrepu3syeTcsi COTIOCTaBUMBIMU C MeToZioM Py aHTHpedmOKCHBIMYA CBOMCTBAMH B
nepuoz 3 1 6 Mec. Mocyie orepanyy, a npu obcief0BaHuY uepe3 12 MecsLeB XapaKTepusyeTcs iake Oosiee HU3KOW 4acTOTOM
33P.

ComocraBfieHle C WMEIOMIUMUCS JIUTEPATYPHBIMU JAaHHBIMU TI0Ka3ajo, 4YTO pe3y/bTaThl HEeMHOrOUHC/IeHHBIX
WCCIIeIoBaHUM TI0 BOIIPOCY InerouHoro pediitokca mocie pekoHCTpykiuu DTR mpu I'OA fgocraTouHo NpoOTHBOpeunBhHL. B
nccnenoBanusx [11], [12], [13] He BbIsiB/IeHa CTaTUCTUUECKH 3HAaUMMasi pa3Huiia 9actoTel I3P Mexxay rpymmamu DTR u Py. B
pabote [14] moKa3aHa CTaTHCTUUeCKH 0ojiee HU3Kas YacTOTa pPA3BUTHS K/IMHMYECKUX, 9SHAOCKOTIMUECKUX U
PEHTTeHOJIOTUYeCKHX TPHU3HAKOB peduirokc-330¢arura y naryeHToB ¢ DTR, a Takke J0CTOBepHOe yMeHbIIeHWe YaCTOTHI U
CTeIeH! BBIPAKeHHOCTH JeMITMHT-CUHApoMa. A. Resanovic et al. (2018) [8] coobiujuiu 0 pa3BUTHM CTPUKTYPHI 330(aro-
3HTepoaHacToMo3a B 7,84% mociyie Py, 8,47% nocie DTR (p=0,90), siBneHus: cTeHo3a 3aUKCHPOBaHbI Takke y 2 TaleHTOB
n3 20 (10%) ¢ DTR B uccnenoBanuu Y. Kondoh et al. (2008) [15], 3TU OC/IO)KHEHUSI KOCBEHHO CBU/ETEIbCTBYIOT O
BLIp&XeHHOM pediIroKce.

OueHuBasi 4aCTOTY M BbID&KEHHOCTb CUMOTOMOB OOP B [JuHamMuKe, B HallleM MCC/Ie[OBaHWM OTMEUEHO, 4TO JJIst
TMalMeHTOB C BOCCTaHOBJIEHNEM /IyoJeHanbHOro naccaxka (rpymma DTR) vimeercst TeHeHIMsSI K YMeHBIIEHUIO TT0Ka3aresie C
yBe/IMUeHHEM CPOKOB B TIpoljecce HabJo[ieHus, B TO BpeMs Kak y TalMeHTOB 0e3 BOCCTaHOBJeHus naccaxa mo JITK 1T
rpymnbl (rpynma Py) JaHHbIe MOKa3aTed OCTaBalvCh MPAKTHUYECKH HEM3MEHHBIMH, HE3HAUUTEbHBIM UX POCT MOXKHO ObLIO
OTHECTH K YMEHBIIEHUIO KOMUUECTBA TIALIMEHTOB B TPYITIe (32 CUeT BbIOBIBAHUSA U3 MCCIeN0BaHMs). OTOT (aKT yMeHbILIEeHHs
YaCTOThI U BLIPA)KEHHOCTH CUMITTOMOB peditoKCHOM Oosie3nu y mauueHnToB nocsie I'D ¢ DTR ¢ yBesnvueHHeM CpPOKOB TOC/ie
oreparvi MOXXHO OOBSICHUTH TpeBaJMpOBaHMEM (YHKIMOHAIBHBIX MEXaHHW3MOB B Pa3BUTHUM DPeqUIFOKCHOTO CHUHZPOMA Y
TMalMeHTOB C JIaHHBIM TUIIOM PeKOHCTPYKIMH. IlomaraemM, uTto co BpeMeHeM IMPOMCXOJUT afarTalisi MOTOPHO-3BaKyaTOPHOM
(GyHKLUUM TUILEeBO/A, OTBOASIIEN TeT/I TOHKOM KHUIIKU U JYOZieHyM C yCTpaHeHHeM UX JWCKOOpJAWHALUY, B Pe3y/braTe uero
YMEHBIIIAeTCsT YacToTa M MHTEHCHBHOCTH I[eJIOYHOTO peduIroKca B THINEBOA. B 1e/loM MOXXKHO KOHCTaTvpoBaTth (hakT, uTo
(hopmupoBaHue 1yo/eHaIbHOTO aHACTOMO3a C aJMMEeHTapHOU IMeT/iel TOHKOM KUIIKYA He TIPUBOJUT K YBETMUeHWI0 YaCTOThI
J33P u D3Pb mocrne I'3. [lononHUTeNBHBIM TPEUMYILECTBOM DPeKOHCTpYKImu Double tract siBjisieTcsi BO3MOXKHOCTB
9H/[0CKOTTMUECKOr0 JOCTYTA B ABeHAIaTUNIEPCTHYIO KHIIKY U MOTeHLMaIbHasi BO3MOKHOCTE BBITTOJTHEHHS TUarHOCTHYe CKUX
Y /leyeGHBIX TPAHCIAMW/UISPHBIX UCC/Ie0BAaHUM U MaHUMysisiui. [1o HallleMy MHEHHIO, MeToZ, peKoHCcTpykuuu Double tract
MOXeT OBbITh pPEKOMeHJIOBaHA /I TIPUMeHeHHs] B KJIMHWYECKOW TIPAKTMKe HapaBHe CO CTaH/apTHBIM MeTofioM Py,
TIPerMYI[eCTBEHHO Y TAlJMeHTOB C paHHUMH CTaUsIMU PaKa >KeyJKa.

UccnenoBaHue uMeeT oOIpefiesieHHble OTpPaHWYeHUs, TIpeXKJe BCero, CBsi3aHHble C ero /Ju3aitHoM (CpaBHUTEbHOEe
HepaH/IOMI3UPOBaHHOE), TIPY KOTOPOM XapakTep 0TOOpa MaleHTOB U pacnpe/iesieHie WX 0 TPyIaM MOTeHL[HaIbHO HeCeT B
cebe BO3MOXXHOCTb CMeIlleHUsI Pe3y/IbTaTOB BC/IE/CTBUE BO3/EHCTBUSI CYOLEKTUBHBIX M OOBEKTUBHBIX ()akTOpPOB. B Harieii
paboTe He MCKI/IOUEHO TOAO0OHOe cMellleHWe Ha 3Tare (HOPMUPOBAHUS WCCIENYEMBIX TPYIII, B YaCTHOCTU He HCK/IIOUEHa
BO3MOXKHOCTb BK/TFOUEHHSI B 3KCIIEPUMEHTAJBHYI0 TPYIY TALeHTOB C Oosiee paHHeMW CTafyed paka >Keny[Ka C JIy4IlidM
nporHo3oM. KpoMe TOro, K orpaHU4eHHsIM WCC/Ie[0BaHUSI Mbl MOXKEM OTHECTH He CHHXPOHHbBbI HabOp B TPYIIbI, a TakXe
(hakTOp HemapasuIeIbHOTO KOHTPOJIS, CBS3aHHBIN C MOCTeNleHHbIM BHe[peHreM MeTogia DTR B jleueOHOM yupeXieHUH TI0 X0y
BBITIOJTHEHUSI MCCIIeI0BaHUSI.

3ak/IoueHne

ITpoBesieHHOe McCile[j0OBaHYe T0Kas3ajao, YTO MeTOJ, PEeKOHCTPYKLMM C BOCCTaHOBJ/IEHUEM [yO[eHa/lbHOrO Iaccaka TUIla
Double tract xapakTepu3yeTcsi CONOCTaBUMBIMU C METOZIOM Py aHTHpedIOKCHBIMY CBOMCTBAMH, a MpU 00C/Ie/I0BaHUN uepe3
12 mecsaueB xapakrepusyeTcsi Oosee HH3KOM yacToTOl  9HTepo3sodareansHoro pedumokca.  IIpenmylectBom
pekoHCTpyKLmy Double tract siBjisieTcsi BO3MOXKHOCTb 3SH/JJOCKONMYECKOTO [OCTyIla B [IBeHA/L[ATHIIEDCTHYI0 KHUIIKY W
MOTeHLIMa/bHAsE BO3MOXKHOCTb  BBINIOJIHEHUS] [JMaTHOCTHYECKUX U JledyeOHBIX TPaHCHANWIIAPHBIX HCC/IEOBAaHUN U
MaHuny/sanui. PekoHcrpykiws Double tract MoxkeT ObITh peKOMeH/I0BaHa /i/isk IPUMeHEeHHs] B KITMHAUeCKOH TPaKTHKe HapaBHe
CO CTaH/|apTHBIM MeTOZ[0M Py, mperMy1IieCTBEHHO y NaleHTOB C PAHHUMHU CTaJisIMU pakKa >KeTyzKa.
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